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Staff Counsel ~
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ICC Staff Exhibit 2.01, Schedule 1 (Public Version)

Due to an overs ight, certain non-proprietary responses to
Staff's data request ~hich Here sUbmitted by Teleport
Communications Group, Inc. and USN communications, Inc. were
omitted from ICC Staff Ex. 2.01, Schedule 1. The responses are
attached.

Please feel free to call if you have any questions. I can be
reached at (312) 793-2877.

GDR/xps

160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C·SOO, Chicago, Illinois 60601·3104
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G. Darryl Reed
Office or GenerClI Counse l
Illinois Commerce Commission
State or' Illinois Building
160 0:or6 LaSCllle Street. S'Jite C-SOO
Chicago. Ii.. 60601-:10'+

Stacy L 3uecker
TelecommunicJ.tions Dl\~sion

Illinols Commerce Commission
527 EJ.st Capltol :\venue
P.O. Box 19280
Springtield.IL 62794-9280

Re: I11inois Commerce (.Jmmission Docket '\,'0. 96-040.:1

Dear \ Ir. Reed Clnd \1s. Buecker:

-,-

Please r1:-:d attClched the response ofTelepon C0mmunicJ.tions Group Inc.. on bebtr' of lts
cenific::.:ed Illinois o~er2.ting affiliCltes TCG lliinois and TCG Chicago. the response ro Staff DJ.:.1
Requests 1-11. Please note that confiden~: :rerormation is being provided pursuJ.r:r :0 the
standClrd ;:rotecti\'e agreement stClndmds :":~:J in this docket.

Please r'eel free to contact me if you have any questions regarding this matter.

Very truly yours.

-
~ I
~,--/l.~

Douglas W. Tmbaris

Ene.



Illinoi~ Commerce Commission Dochet ~\o. %-O ..W-t
Response of Teleport Communicltions Group to

Data Request of Staff

1. Whether your entity is providing:

a) business exchange service;

b) residential exchange service:

c) business exchange access service or residential exchange access service,
identifying special or switched access.

.-\: 'Y', es.

b) '\0.

c) TeG pro\'ides 2JSlneSS exchange ::lccess ser;ice. both speciai :::'i1d s\'.itched
access.

\Vitness Res;:onsi'ole: E~izaDet:-: .-\. Howland



Illinois Commerce Commission Docket \0. %-O~O~
Response of Tcleporr Communic~tionsGroup to
Data Request of Staff

.,

A.

The number of access lines in IBT's ~\:["'\ice territory that are served b\ :- our entity.

Please refer to the response 0 f TCG to Staff Data Request .-\RPT-1. \\hlC~ \\ J.s a
coniidential document tiled with the Commission on ):ovember 27. 199~ ~;:is

information wii! be updated when end-of-year informJtion becomes 2.\J.:L:cle

\\'itr:ess Res:;ons:ble: ::::~z2.betl'..-\. Howland

..,



IllinoIs Commerce Commission Docket :\0. 96·0 ..lO~
Response of Teleport Communicltions Group to
Data Request of Staff

~. The scope of the geographic area and the number and type of customers for which
your entiry's services are a\ailable within IBT's sen'ice territory.

A. The scope of the geographic area TeG provides service to business customers is those
ponions of :vISA-! also served by Ameritech Illinois and Central Telephone Company of
Illinois. For the data relating to the number of customers ofTCG. please see the response
to question ~,

Witness Respol1si2:e: Eliza'ceth .-\. Howland

I...



Illinois Commerce Commission Docket \0. l)()-O-W~

Response of Tcleport Communic:..Itions Group to
Data Request of Staff

5. The extent to which your entity is using its own facilities to provide senice or is
using unbundled elements or resold sen'ices obtained from IBT.

A. Objection. The infonnation sought is highly confidential tr:lde secrets. Section 7 of the
Illinois Freedom or" Inforrnation Act. 5 ILCS 7/l40(g)( 1996) exempts from :Juolic
disclosure trade secrets and commerci:lior financial inform:ltion v,'here ~i1e :~:lde sec,e~s

or information are proprie~;;.:::. privileged or confidential. T':'.e extent to '.\!~~C~, TCG '.;ses
its o\\'n facilities \ersus those obtained ::-0'11 Ameritech '.'.ouid. if disclosed :0

competitors. re';eai the size and geogr3.;::,h:c location oITCG's network, T:is. in tllr::.
will puc TCG at a competiti\'e disad\'ant::.ge. TCG wIll disc:ose this inro:T'"::::ron to Staff
of the Comm15sicn ir- the C;mmission adopts a more restr:ctl':e Propn~t3.~: ~.;ree:r:er:[:.:s

\\'ill 50011 be proposed by TCG. Such :;-:;'omJtion in the na:::s afICG's CJ:-:-.:et:tors
could C:.1use serious iinanc:al harm. \ loreo\er. other than S::uI the cor..m:ss;one:s. :l:e
Feder3.1 Communic2.~ions Commission .J:'.d the L: ni ted St:ltes Depanmer.t 0 c' : ustice. S\..:-:::1

inform3.tion ser.'es ::0 valid purpose in t::c h::.nds of othe~s.

Witness Responsible: V.-\



IllinoIs Commerce Commission Docket \0, l)(1-0~O~

Response of Teleport CommunicHions Grour to
Data Request of Staff

6. .-\ description of your enrit:'s f:l.cilitics in operation in IBT's senicc Jrca .

.-\. TeG' 5 affiliates operaw:; ,:-; those ponions of \15A-l that are ::lisa sen'ed by .-\meritecr'.
fllinois have a tiber optic :1et'.'.ork of approximately 370 route miles. In addition. TeG' 5

operating affiliates utilize J Class 5 local exchange switch located in Chicago. f1linois,

Witness Responsible: Elizabeth.-\ Howland

6



Illinois Commerce Commission Docket \0. Y(l-O-lO-l
Response of Teleport Communications Grou[) to
Data Request of Staff

I. Whether your entity is currently constructing or significantly expandin~ its facilities
in IBT's service territory, and. if so. \\ hen the construction/expansion is expected to
be completed.

A. Objection. The infonnation relating to current expansion of TeG' s networK is ~.ighly

confidential tr2-de secrets. Section 7 of the Illinois Freedom of Informa[io:"'''.:..:t. 5 ILCS
i,]'+O(g)l1996) e\:empts from public disclosure trade secrets and commerc:::.: or rina.'1cl:li
infonnation \vhere the [r:'.de secrets or infonnation are proprietary, privilet;e::i or
conridei',tial. T::e c'..:r.e:1t deployme:1t or facilities of TCG would. if disciose.!. :J

competitors. :-e'.e:;,! the size Jnd geog:::.;;hic location or rCG' 5 network e\:C:lr1SiOn plans,
T;1is. in tum. '..ill ;:,'...:t TCG J.t a competitlve disadvant:1ge. TCG \vii! diSClose :~.is

inronnauon to s:2.r'r of the Commission if the Comn1JSs:on J.copts a more res:r:ctive
Propriet:lf)' Agreer::ent JS will soon :;e ;Jroposed by TCG. S~ch informJ.tlo:1 ir: t~,e hands
ofTCG's competitors could CJuse serious financial harm. \loreover. o:he:- ::::'.:1 Staff. tre
commissioners. :~.e Federal Commt:I1lCatlons Commission and the Crjted S:J.tes
Department oflL:sc;ce. sL:cn inform:Hiol1 serves no \'alid purpose in the h.::mC:s or' others
The portion of is question seeking future network expansion plans cails for s:eculation
about the nature J.r:d extent [Q which reG is expanding its network. Such ;:~rormation is
not known wi th ar.y certainty. given the vagaries of ;,he. marketplace,

\Vitness ?-.esponsible: \"/.-\

7



1Ilinoi.s Commerce Commission Docker .'\0. %-f)'+O'+
Response of Teleport Communic.ltions Group ro
Data Requesr of Staff

8. The:1\ erJge provisioning lorernls anu mJinren~.lncc rimes for seniccs I BT pro\ Hies
to the cntin·,

A. For September. 1996, Amerltecn's a\era~ing pro\isioning inter-·at WGS 20 business d:::ys.
Gnd Ameritech provisioned TCG' s orders 83% on tIme.

Witness Responsible: Elizabeth:\ P.owiand

8



[I[inols Commerce Commission Docket .\'0. %-0.+0.+
Response of Teleport Communications Group to
Data Request of Staff

9. \Vhether your emiry is currently offering telecommunications sen-ices \\ithin mrs
service territory.

a) If no, please describe your entity's plans for providing telecommunications
services in IBT's service territory within the next nine months.

b) If yes. please describe both what your entity is currently offering and what
services your entity is planning to offer within the next nine monrhs .

.-\. Yes,

3.) '-!./A

b) For curre:,.: c:Terings. please see TCG's tariffs on Ille with the Comm:ssion. The
portion of :he question seeking r'.lture offerings cJ.lls for specuiJtion :l:out \\'hat
new ser.-ices. :f any. rCG plans [0 offer in Illinois. Such information :s not
lno\vn \\len :::f.y cerwimy. ;;[\'en the uncertainty of the marketpbce,

Witness Responsible: E:lzaJeth A, Howland



lIlinoi~ Commerce Commission Docket :--"0. %-O~O~
Response ofTcleport Communicltions Group to
Data Request of Staff

10. Please Jescribe any complaints/problems you han against IBT concerning
interconnection (e.g. time tlelays).

A. TCG Illinois has been wlJ.ole to obtain a satisfactory level of redundancy in our faciii:ies
interconnecting our network with Ameritech Illinois to ensure against network outages ::".
the event that the interconnection fails ..-\meritech Illinois originally proposed that TCG
Illinois' 5 network be interconnected with Ameritech' s network th:ough only one tande:::
s\vitch. rCG Illinois ~;-oposed interconnections at both tandem 3.nd end office s\.... itches.
\vith the use of dU:ll trUrL!.:s ,0 J'ioid service loss in the e\'ent of a trunk f::l:; ~lre. This
standar: is consistent v.: r:-: TCG IllinoIs' s engmeering of its 0\\11 net\\ork il1 such a ',\2.y

that no si:1g1e points or' :-:::ure e.'\ist. and alrem::lti\'e ;-oures are Ol\aibbk ~'2:' :rJ.'·fi.,: i" rr:e
event or' a :1etwor;"; tJ.ilu:-e to J\oid se;'.'lce ourages.

TCG Illi!1ois c'J;.enrly is l:1terconnected with Ameritec;"'s network th;-ougl1..::ol10cat:or.s
at Ameritech's tandem 5\\itches or the closest collocated end office. ~Jch of\vhich has:,
single point of failure ..-'.:-neritech did not ailo\v TCG Illinois to implement diverse
trunking to avoid a single point of failure. c!aiming that its own network \\ as engineerei
with a single point of failure for many of its routes.

The failure of Ameritec~. Illinois to allow TCG Illinois to implement ~edunbnt facilities
resulted in a service outage for TCG Illinois customers for traffic from the 7")S and 6:;0
areas codes on Sepembe; 21} 1996 that lasted from i 0:50 a.m. to ::30 p.m...-\ contrac::::
workin~ ['or Ameritech Illi:lOis in Oakbrook, II. misread a constn:ctiol1 perT1~it ::lEd
proceed~d to dig J trenc=--' approximatel:. :;8 of a mile e:lst of the permltte': :.:e~.

:\.meritech's contractor C'Jt:l major TCG Illinois tiber iine le:lcir:g to the O:.kbrook
central 0fRce. TC G III ino is is currently collocated at .-\meri tecrl illinol::i' s Oakbroo;,
central office. and is connected to the L::lGrange t::mdem via OS3 f~om O:tkbrook.
Therefore. the fiber leading to the Oakbrook central office is the si:1.gle point of fail'Jre
from TCG Illinois to the LJ.Grange tandem. The fiber cut on Sept. :0, 1996 caused a
significant and costly service outage for TCG Illinois customers. through no fault ofTCG
Illinois.

Witness Responsible: Elizabeth .-\. Howland

to



IllinoIs Commerce Commission Docket \0, llh-O-tO-t
Response ofTcleport Communications Group to
Data Req ues r of Sta ff

11. Please provide the number of access lines, by \IS.-\ in IBT's service rerrito~'. that
your entity provides to end user customers in the following categories:

a) using facilities wholly owned by the carrier;

b) where some or all facilities are obtained as unbundled network elements; and

c) where network ::lCCCSS line sen'ice is resold.

.-\. 1) See the response to c'Jestion :

b) Objection, 5~e tr-e :-2[lOnak fc."; :i:c objection contained in the res:c':se [0
question 5.

c) Zero.

Witness Responsible: Elizabeth .-\. Howland

11



USN
COMMUNICATIONS

Octo De, .: 5. : 996

Stac\ :.. 3uecKer
l eiecof:"..ITnmtc:lt1ons Oi\'1SlOn
!llinOts Commerce COmrTIlSSiOn
527 East Capitol
Springneid. IL 62794-9280

E.e: :.nvestigarion Concerning IBT
Compliance \vlth Secnon 2'71(c) of
::-:e T~iecommu!"..1c2.::cr'.s .-\c: or" r996
'CC :JQCKe~ :<0 ,,"'>.)..;,:')";

Dear \fs. Buecker & :\1r. Reec:

-..
j,...........

I <;vI',...

~~'i".- '/ c-
~I~... ~

~ ~.' ?
(1.1,y, " 8·.., ,

I..... 0.'(' I!::'OC'~
t.~,.,,, ~Q.._." •.'::~ 'I

........ -"'" - l.
~ -- ~

Office 01 General Counsel c~.,.,o -""I,i/('

lllin01S Commerce Comnussion ~S 0!llrsS/~.
State ot Illinois Building l°lt

160 Nonn LaSalle Street. Suite C-SOO
Chicago, II. 60601-3104

I have enclosed the responses to the (bta requests presented in your Oc:ober ~ :.
1996 Riing to all cernried local exchange companies.

If vou have anv QUeStIons. I em be ccntac~ed a~ J 12-906-3592.. . .

~ ~-----
Rober! R. :-.'ewnann
Director orLegaL Reguiatory
and Extemai Affairs



CS\" CJ\0,fl.:-'1C.-\TIO~<S. DC. RESPO\"SES TO QL'ESTIO:;S
POSED 8':":-:~ C:i.-\.lR-'.L-\..~. CO~f\llSSIO\tRS ..l..\TI STAFF ?=R7.~-"~l);G

-:-0 T:-:E OF::-ER...~G C,~ ~CC.-\L E~<CKi ...\GE SERVTC:

\\;'hethe, :.;::'';': e:--.::ty :5 provIding:

a) busmess exchange semce: Yes
b) residennai exchange semce; Yes
c) business exchange access service or residential exchange access service,

identi~g special or sv.itched access.

~one

Less than : .000

3) The numb~ a::ci locatlons or the IET s\Vltches In IllinOIs that are conne:::ed to local [OC?S

served by your e~tiry.

Resell Only in ~fSA·l

~) The scope 0 I :::e geographic :'.rea and the number md type 0 f custome:-s :or \\ hich ::0'..::

entity's Scr'Y"lCeS are available 'sithin LET's semce ~erritory.

a) MSA·! (Geographic TerriroI'V1
J) Pnmaniy Small & :'lediwn S:ze Busmesses

5) The exte:1t to which your entity is using its own raciiities co provide se"....lce or is using
unbundled eleme:lts or resold se!"'llces obtained from lET.

100% Resold

6) A description 0 f your entity's facilities in operation in IET's service a:e3..

None

1) Whethe-r ::OUI entity is currently constructing or significantly expandil:g its facilities 1::

IBT's se:Ylce territory, ;meL if so. when the construction/expansion is expected to be
compieted.

~one

ICC Dld. No. 96-Q.4.C4 page 1 10/25.S5



S) """'he "'ver.,,,,,, "rov,_'~,",''''::' ,-r"r,'ais ana r:;amte .., c" llmes ,'or -e:-';lces illT orov'ci"'s '0.. 104 ~ ... ,:,_ t"i. 1 ... l.....J.U.l..i.= ......... '" .... .. J. .. ... ~.. ~ ......

the er..nr;

Limned exnenence wnh these Issues. To date. ~ro\1sioning new sm1ce
rea,ur:es ::.oproxlrnatel:: ,.\'0 (:i days J..!'ld r,ve:1:-:;-,'our! 2.+) hou.-s :or r~2.1r.

temtory.

a) Ifno, please c.escnbe your entity's plans for providing telecommunications
servic~s rET's Serv1ce territory within the next nine months.

N/A

b) [ryes. ple::.se descnbe both what your entity is CUITe'!':tly orTer.ng and what
servIces your e:1my is planning to oITer ','v1lhin the next n:ne months.

?:imaniy. ~esolci locai lnon-ce:1':reXl and long-dista:::e :0 busu:esses.

10) ?lease describe a.:ly comoiaims/'problems you have against IET concerning
interconnections (e.g., time delays).

None :It :his rime.

11) Please ;;rovide the :-lumber of access lines. by ~1SA-in rET' 5 service territory, that your
entity provides to e:1d user customers in the following categories:

a) using f3.c:iities wholly owned by the carrier:

~one

b) where some or ail facilities are obtained as unbundied network elements: a.::.d

None

c) where ner,vork access line sm'ice is resoid.

Less than 1.000 in MSA-l

ICC Okt. No. 96-0404



STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COJv1MJSSION

In the matter, on the Commission's own motion,
to consider Ameritech Michigan's compliance
with the competitive checklist in Section 271
of the IelecommurUcations Act of 1996.

)
)
)
)

-----------------)

Case No. U-11104

PROOF OF SERVICE

STAIE OF MICIDGAN )
) ss.

COUNTY OF INGHMf )

Julie A. Wood, being duly sworn, deposes and says that she is an employee of Clark Hill
P.LC, and that on January 9, 1997, a copy of the Comments of Teleport Communications Group
Inc. was served upon:

See attached service list.

Except as otherwlse noted on the attached list, service was accomplished by depositing same in a
regular mail depository, enclosed in envelopes bearing postage fully prepaid and addressed properly.

Julie/A. Wood

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 9th day of January, 1997.

Karen Lamb, Notary Public
Clinton County, Acting in
Ingham County, Michigan
Expiration: May 4, 1997

/
I,



David Voges
Assistant Attorney General
6545 Mercantile Way, Ste. IS
Lansing, MI 48911
Representing MPSC StafT

Orjiakor N Isiogu
Assistant Attorney General
Special Litigation Division
PO Box 30212
Lansing, i\1I 48909
Representing ~lichigan Attorney
General

Todd 1. Stein
Brooks Fiber Communications
2855 Oak Industrial Drive, )''E
Grand Rapids, MI 49506
Representing Brooks Fiber

Glen A Schmiege
Mark 1. Burzy'ch
Foster, Swift, Collins & Smith
313 S. Washington Sq.
Lansing, i\1I 48933
Representing :\-[ECA

Albert Ernst
Dykema Gossett
800 I\!ichigan National Twr.
Lansing, MI 48933
Representing MCI

Norman Witte
115 W. Allegan
Lansing, ~1I 48933
Representing WorldCom

SERVICE LIST
CASE NO. U-11104

Harvey 1. Messing
Sherri A. Wellman
Loomis, Ewert, Parsley,

Davis & Gotting
232 S. Capitol Ave, Ste. 1000
Lansing, MI 48933
Representing Climax Telephone
Company

Richard D. Gamber, Jf.
Michigan Consumer Federation
115 W Allegan, Ste. 500
Lansing, MI 48933
Representing ~[ichigan Consumer
Federation

Richard P. Kowalewski
Sprint Communications Company L.P
8140 Ward Park.-way, 5E
Kansas City, MO 64114
Representing Sprint

David E. S. Marvin
Fraser, Trebilcock, Davis and
Foster, PC

1000 Michigan ~ational TO\ver
Lansing, MI 48933
Representing :\-leTA

Joan Marsh
AT&T Communications, Inc.
4660 S. Hagadorn Rd. 6th H
East Lansing, :\11 48823
Representing AT&T

..,



Katherine E. Browl1
US. Department of Justice
Antitrust Division
555 4th Street, N.W
Washington, DC 20001
Representing U.S. Department
of Justice

Craig A. Anderson
Ameritech Michigan
444 Michigan Ave., R.m 1750
Detroit, MI 48226
Representing Ameritech
:\lichigan

Richard C. Gould
Phone ~1ichigan

4565 Wilsor.. Avenue
Grandville, t-.fI 49418
Representing BRE
Communications

Andrew O. Isar
Telecommunications Resellers Assn.
4312 92nd Ave., ~.W.
PO. Box 2461
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
Representing Telecom. Resellers

Timothy P. Collins
Continental Cablevision, Inc.
26500 Northwestern Hwy., Ste. 203
Southfield, ~fI 48076
Representing Continental
Telecommunications

3

Gayle Teicher
Federal Communications Commission
Policy Division, Common Carrier
Bureau

1919 M Street, NW, Rm. 544
Washington, DC 20554
Representing FCC

Linda L. Oli\ier
Hogan & Hanson LLP
555 Thineenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20004
Representing CompTel
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ALlurlRNIT

.Me, Dorothy Wideman
Executive SecretIty
Michigan PubJi~ Service Commission
6545 Meroami1c Way
Lanting, MI 48911

MICHIGAN PUBL.IC SERVICE
FILED

JAN· S 1S97

COMMISSION

DlUcrDlAL
(517) 374·91S5

tl

I'~.
I,

Case; No. U·l1104
Response ofMCI to Sub1Y1ission OfInfon:catiOD ofAmezitech

EnclosoG J!leue find OriaiDa1IdA fifteen copies of R.espo1we ofMCI TelecomzaWlications
Corporatlon to Submission otW'omwion'ofAmeritceh Michiaen. Also enclosed is Proofof
Service upon the Parties ofRccord.

If there are any questions or ClOmmcnts. do not hesitate to contact me.

Sbleerely,

AEljmb
Enclo.unlI
ce: PC'd.oI ofReccrd

1oan. Campic>a

51'7 334 3712 Ol-13-~'7 04:Z7PW POll #42
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......
In the mittel, on the Carnnd"iOll's own motion.
TO oo.naider Amerittch Michipn'. compliance
wl1b the competitive checklist in 271 ofSectlon
the Tel,ooJnmunlcations Aet of 1996.

r,~,

:!'
J'
J,1 .

','. ,

'I,' ,','
"

" '
I.",

r

STATE OF MICHfGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

)
) CIte No. (J.] 1104
)
) MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE_____________J FJ lEO

JAN· S 1~97
STATE OF MICH10AN

COl1NiY OF INGHAM

)
)11.
)

COMMISSION

Gjn,cr S91eS, belna fIrst duly sworn, depo", and 3ayS'that on tbo 9th day of

/anl.lat)', 1997. ahe'e.t~ toaserved~n the potson.liS*'! Ill'the~Str\lf~L1s:, copJa

of Response ofMCI Telecommunications Corporation to Submu,;on oflJU'ormation ofAmerit1lch

MiChilaI1 in the a~referenccd matter, by placing said copi.ea in ODVcloJ)&.' addreued to each

person 1I~ un the Service List and, with postage fully pzepaid thereon, depoilted SlIlld envelopes

in e UnJted StateJ mail receptacle.

• • .JtJl,c

Subscribed and nvom to before me U1tr9th 4ay of1aar.11ty, 1997.

~17 334 3712



P.1:3

SBRyICEUSI

MR WILLIAM CELIO Dnt£CTOR
coMMIJN'Ic....nONS I)MSrON
POBOX3~1

LANSING MI -.1909

TOnf> J. mIN BROOKS FlSiR
COMMUNtCAnONS
~I.5S OAK INDUSTZUAL .DIV! I'll:.
OlUND RAPIDS. MJ 4~$06-12'7

MR. NOllMAN Cwrrn
W01UJ)COM mc.
lIS WAL1.!GAN AVE, 10TH FLOOA
LANSINO Ml 41933·J7J2

H01'oI. FRANK SntOTH!R
MICKIQAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

.PO BOX 30221
J..ANSINO MI 48909

I

, '

,"
MR. TIMOTHY P. COLLINS
26500 NOltTIi1fVESTERN H9N
SUITE20J
SOUTHPIBLD MI 480'~

MARX 1. 8UlZYCH
F09m SWIFT COLLINS. SMITH
J13 8. WASHINGTON SQUAl!
UNSJNO MI 48933

, ,J,'j~
,
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I
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MRlUCH.A.RDP. KOWALSKJ .
SPlUNT OOMMUNlCAnONS COMPANY
'140WARDPAR,XWAY $£
KANSAS CITY MO 64114

MR DAVlD VOO~s

~SSISTA}lI1'ATrO!NEY5:JENERAL
6~~' MaR.CANt'ILE WAY. STB IS
LANSING MI "'911

OIW.UOR. N.lSIOOU
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
POBOX 30212
LANSlNQ MI 41g0P

MR. LAR1W SALtJSTR.O
ATaT
4660 S. HAGADORN mi FLOOR.
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Act.

the SubmJltion of Intormldon of Amerittch Michigan submitted to Iht Commission b1 thi•

RESPONSE OF
Mel TELECOMMtlNICATIONS CORPORAnON

TO SUBMISSION OF INFORMATION OF AMQmCH MICHIGAN

MCI Telecommunications Corporation (IIMCI");by Its attorney, IUb.r:nits this RcsponJe to

'ffIttJfRlitMfl,c SERVICE
FILeD

JAN - 9 iY97

.COMMISSION

)
)
)
)

ID the matter, 011 the ComlDlulon'. o"WIIlllodon.
to eoaslder Am,rJted1 MJe!dpD'. complfaDetmdl
tbe COIIIJ)ttttiV' elaHIdJIt 111 SNUOD 271 of tile
TtleeoMlllu11leatloDi Act of1996

1'fOCtfdin.. Tho purpose of'this Respome 11 to addrlls whether Ame:ritcch Michipn meat the

requirements orand fully implementsthc c:ompetitive checldi.t 3Ct forth in SeetioD 271(e)(2)(B) of

(be Act. While MO 0001 not address in this Response each lind e'VIl'Y checklist item, I fer tho.. that

arc addtellect it is clCIJ that Amcriteeh MichiSlU1 has failed to sustain its burden. Accordingly, MCl

uraes the Commision to coDClude that Ame1'l=h Michfpn has DOt msteined it burden ofshowinl

tbal It meetI and~y imp.... _ compettetvt chccklllt set tonh In Seedon 211(<:)(2)(8) oflhc
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1 MOl will be SUElI' reapomo to Amtritlch Michipn'l rtOeIl1 application to tn_ Pe4e1ll
CommW1ications Cormraiaionem chtddJlt eompll.ct, u well IS all otherreq~ts that

, mutt be latiafled before Ameriteeh Micbiaan may be authorized to provide ~rcaiCB11onB

distance serviCII.
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OVERVIEW

PW'lUADt to the Act, before meking any detem1ination that an Ameritech application to

provide in"region Int«LATA .irvices should be denied or approved, the Federal Communications

Com.tcJ.ssion ("FCC-) shall consult the Commission to verity whether the roquircmenls..ot"Seoti'Ort'........ ,..'..... '_.....

27] (c) have bee:D met" Secdon 271 of the Tetec:omanmicauob8 Act or l~, provid~ the

mccbI.nJsm by which l!Je Bell Operating Complllill (BOCS) such as Ameritcch may apply for

aulborization to provide iIl.lerLATA service on,mattD, in the ~o, in theft reJions. Subscction

271(d)(3) of the Act sees forth the thIee-pIl't substantive test that the Fedart1 Commumcations

Commlssion (FCC) must apply:

The Commission sball not approve the authorization requested in an
t application... untel' it finds that --

(A) the BOe hal~ the requiromlntl of (c)(1) and

(I) with rupect to access and mtereoonection
provided punuant to subsection (c)(1)(A), has tUlly
implcmcntcd the competitive chtcklist in subsection
(c)O)(B); or

(1t) with respect to accesa and 1maconncetion g£ner
alb' otteree! punuant to a .tatement tmder subsection
(c)(l)(1), mch statement offers all of the items included in.
the campet1tiVi ClltCkJtst;

(8) ~ luthomatiOll will be C&l'J'iocS out in ac=cordaoce with the
IOPID1e aMllIte requfrements of IeCdCll2n; and

(C) the requelted authorization is ccmisut with the public !merat,
cODvtnience, UJd DeCeuity.'. ,

.~ ~ .

:.1:",

1 1 Sa ltotion 211(d)(2)(S)•
.1

l, ) Pub. L. No. 104-J04. 1IOS,,-t. 56~to be codified at 47 U.S.C. U lS11La%J.
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Two 1\mdameDla1 tacts underlte the telephony portioDs of the Act: local exehaql markets

are monopolicl; the 10ftl distaOC8 mmtet Is competitive. The principiI purposes of the Act,

accordingly I are to brmg competition !O the local rnart.ecs while preservinl existing competition

in the 10121 diicance lllUicet. Soc lmpl.:me;nt&ricm pf tbt IncalCpmg~cftfon pmyjsfQna in me Tele-

c;ommupfslCjons Act of 1926, piat Repxt and Or4ct, It, 3, CC Docket No, 96-98. FCC 96-3~

for reyiew filed IJm Mm IoWa 1M' Boa"' V FCC, No•. ~3221 aDd consoUdated cua).

Section 271 tUnt1en Ute underlytt1g I1aMOfY goat of prcvidiDi to all CCD&Umer8 the bfIMfits of

competition in the form of lower prlees, improved quality, aDd innovative services.

, Amcri1eeh's entry into the loq-elistm::e market illnexiricably tied to the development of

local competition. Ameritech itself argue. mat the premia of in--region em:ry into the lmcrLATA

market I81'VeB as an lnceatln for tbe:m to e~ intO. aM tullY tmpllmlnE, access aDd

lection 271 as " form of incenIivc roaulation that induces them to open their monopoUe$ to

eon~n is shared by members of Conpas. As Silted by. Representative Bliley, the principal

, sponsor of the House bW, "the key to this bill is die creation of an in<:en£ive for the current

monopolies to open tbetr markets to competilion.· 141 Cong. Rcc. H8282 (daily ee1. Aug. 2,

1995) (sptaDeDt ofRcp, BUley), '1'be commfliloa hal rakeD a realistic view of the~

tiVOl, notlq the iDequality ofblrpioinl power and the abilttY UId incentive of incUmbent local

-
4 SOCI. t .•• Ameritech Reply COlDIDlmts In CC Docket No. 96-98,1rt 1.
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